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REPLY COMMENTS OF U S WEST, INC.

U S WEST, Inc. (“U S WEST”) reiterates our position that permitting certain
carriers to continue to process calls utilizing three-digit Carrier Identification Codes
(“CIC”), while requiring other carriers to utilize four-digit CICs, is discriminatory
and contrary to a fair and level competitive environment. Because the above is

clearly the case, in the Second Report and Order,' the Federal Communications

Commission (“Commission”) correctly expedited the transition involving the use of
three- to four-digit CICs from one extending out some six years to one completed in
a significantly shorter time.

No commentor makes a compelling case for a substantive reconsideration of
the current transition requirements. Certainly, none demonstrates that
grandfathering three-digit CICs, nor allowing a transition plan that extends out for
additional years, is appropriate from a competitive perspective nor in the public

interest.

' In the Matter of Administration of the North American Numbering Plan Carrier
Identification Codes (CICs); Petition for Rulemaking of VarTec Telecom, Inc.,

CC Docket No. 92-237, Second Report and Order, FCC 97-125, rel. Apr. 11, 1997,
62 Fed. Reg. 19056, Apr. 18, 1997 (“Second Report and Order”). O & 4
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While U S WEST continues to believe that the sooner the transition from
three- to four-digit CICs is accomplished the better, we — like Sprint
Communications Company, L.P. (“Sprint”) — do recognize that the Commission’s
shortened deployment schedule is an aggressive one.” Commentors have asserted in
this proceeding — without much factual evidence in support — that certain
incumbent local exchange carriers (‘“ILEC”) will not be completed with their
conversion activities in sufficient time for interexchange carriers (“IXC”) to do the
necessary customer education regarding the new dialing requirements or to
reprogram currently-programmed customer premises equipment (“CPE”).

U S WEST still has no independent knowledge that would support the existence of
such a “problem” or would clarify its scope. Lacking that knowledge, it still appears
to us that the timeline already established by the Commission is workable and
should remain on target.

However, to the extent that the Commission finds that its currently-
mandated conversion schedule does present the kinds of problems alleged by
commentors, and that potential negative impacts on customers could be alleviated
by some extension of time, U S WEST would support what Sprint describes as a
“moderate extension of the transition period.” U S WEST does appreciate that
customers who currently have equipment programmed to do automatic dialing

based on three-digit CICs would not be pleased if, one day, their equipment no

? Sprint at 2.
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longer functioned. To avoid this market disruption,’ should the Commission deem it
appropriate, U S WEST could support the Sprint proposal that the Commission
bifurcate — to some small extent — conversion obligations imposed on LECs and
those imposed on IXCs who must build on the LEC CIC implementation and who
are reliant on the conversions to be in place prior to certain CPE programming
activities. We could support Sprint’s proposal that “LECs be required to have in
place all the necessary systems for handling 4-digit CICs and 7-digit [Carrier Access
Codes] CACs by January 1, 1998, and that IXCs be given an additional 6 months,
until June 30, 1998, to coordinate any changes with the ILECs and to assist end
users in making any equipment changes necessary to accommodate 7-digit CACs.”
While supporting a modest extension, it should be reiterated that any
extension carries with it competitive repercussions. Sprint is correct that, during

this “extended transition period, carriers with 3-digit CICs may have an advantage

over carriers with 4-digit CICs, whose end users must dial 2 extra digits to reach

*U S WEST supports Sprint’s recommendation because of the adverse customer
impact that at least some commentors believe will be visited upon customers who
currently enjoy pre-programmed dialing capabilities to certain carriers.
Eliminating that dialing capability would be expected to produce customer
annoyance and irritation. By acknowledging this, we should not be considered to
support the more general proposition, advanced by certain commentors such as
Cable and Wireless and MCI, that the lack of intraLATA toll presubscription and
1+ dialing capability with respect to such calls is an anticompetitive condition.
IntralLATA toll dialing party was specifically addressed in the Telecommunications
Act of 1996. Such parity is not required until a Bell Operating Company (“BOC”)
has been authorized to provide in-region interLATA services or February 8, 1999,
whichever is earlier. 47 U.S.C. § 271(e)(2)(B). Congressional permission to
continue different dialing patterns for a certain period of time certainly does not
imply that the Commission would be acting in an unreasonable or arbitrary manner
if it hastens the advent of dialing parity in a different context.

* Sprint at 2-3.



them on a dial-around . . . basis.” It is also correct that extending the transition
out further than six-months would exacerbate this competitive disparity because an

»7

“Increasing number of entities will be assigned 4-digit CICs.”” But, a short-term
extension might be supportable if the Commaission deems it correct that there are
“thousands of customers who need additional time to reprogram their equipment
and who need to be educated about the new dial-around dialing sequence.”

Therefore, if the Commission deems an extension of any kind to be warranted
with respect to the transition period, such an extension should not exceed six

months additional time for IXCs — not LECs — to complete their conversion

activities. In all of their other particulars, the filed Petitions for Reconsideration

should be denied.
Respectfully submitted,
U S WEST, INC.
Kathryn Marie Krause
Suite 700
1020 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036
(303) 672-2859
Its Attorney

Of Counsel,

Dan L. Poole

July 2, 1997

°Id. at 3

"1d.

"1d.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Kelseau Powe, Jr., do hereby certify that on this 2nd day of July, 1997, 1
have caused a copy of the foregoing REPLY OF U S WEST, INC. to be served via
first-class United States Mail, postage prepaid, upon the persons listed on the

attached service list.
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Federal Communications Commission
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1919 M Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20554

*Susan P. Ness
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Washington, DC 20554

*Regina M. Keeney
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Room 500

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

*International Transcription
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Suite 140

2100 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20037

Randall B. Lowe

Mark J. O’Connor
Piper & Marbury, LLP
7th Floor

1200 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

*Reed E. Hundt

Federal Communications Commission
Room 814
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Federal Communications Commission
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Genevieve Morelli

Competitive Telecommunications
Association

Suite 800

1900 M Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20036



Colleen Boothby TELCO
Thomas Lynch

Levine, Blaszak, Block and Boothby

Suite 500

1300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-1703

Charles D. Cosson

Lynn Van Housen
AirTouch Communications
28th Floor

One California Street

San Francisco, CA 94111

Peter Arth, Jr.

Lionel B. Wilson

Mary Mack Adu

Public Utilities Commission
of the State of California

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Wendy C. Chow

Michael Altschul

Randall S. Coleman

Cellular Telecommunications
Industry Association

Suite 200

1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

Donna Roberts

MCI Telecommunications Corporation
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006

Kathleen Q. Abernathy
David A. Gross

AirTouch Communications
Suite 800

1818 N Street
Washington, DC 20036

James H. Bolin, Jr.

Mark C. Rosenblum

Roy E. Hoffinger

AT&T Corp.

Room 3247H3

295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

Rachel J. Rothstein
Cable & Wireless, Inc.
Room 616

8219 Leesburg Pike
Vienna, VA 22182

Glen B. Manishin
Blumenfeld & Cohen
Suite 700

1615 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

David Cosson
L. Marie Guillory

National Telephone Cooperative

Association

2626 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20037
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Richard A. Askoff

Perry S. Goldschein

National Exchange Carrier Association
100 South Jefferson Road

Whippany, NJ 07981

R. Michael Senkowski PCIA
Katherine M. Holden

Wiley, Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20006

Nancy D. Ard

Nancy C. Woolf

Pacific Telesis Group

Room 1522-A

140 New Montgomery Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

Leon M. Kestenbaum

Norina T. Moy

Sprint Communications Company, Inc.
Suite 1100

1850 M Street, N.-W.

Washington, DC 20036

Richard S. Whitt

Anne F. La Lena

WorldCom, Inc.

Suite 400

1120 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

Douglas G. Smith

Omnipoint Communications, Inc.
7150 Campus Drive

Colorado Springs, CO 80920

Robert M. Lynch

Durward D. Dupre

Mary W. Marks

Marjorie Morris Weisman
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company
Room 3520

One Bell Center

St. Louis, MO 63101

Margaret E. Garber

Pacific Telesis Group

4th Floor

1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20004

Charles C. Hunter TRA
Catherine M. Hannan

Hunter Communications Law Group

Suite 701

1620 I Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20006
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